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DETAILED ACTION 

The amendment received on June 2, 2008 is acl<nowledged and entered. Claims 1 
and 58-75 liave been amended. No claims have been added. Claims 1-13 and 53- 
75 are currently pending. 

Response to Amendments and Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed June 2, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to Applicant's argument that in regards to claims 1 , 58, and 75 
Henson ('383) and Henson('815) does not teach or suggest "receiving at least first and 
second configurations of the product, wherein the first and second configurations of the 
product are sent at one time by a user", the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Henson 
('815) discloses lead time advisor 74 further provides a contrast and compare option, 
selected by activation of contrast and compare button 99a, 99b, accordingly (FIG. 4). 
Upon selection of a contrast and compare button, the lead time advisor advances to a 
contrast and compare screen display 101 , such as shown in FIG. 5. The contrast and 
compare display includes details of the respective current selection 92a and details 
of alternative selections 94a. sub. 1 , 94a. sub. 2, and 94a. sub. 3 to enable the online 
shopper to make a side-by-side comparison of respective technical specifications. 
Update selection buttons 98a.sub.1, 98a.sub.2, 98a.sub.3 are provided for enabling a 
selection of a respective update (col. 9, lines 19-38 {The Examiner interprets this to 
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mean that least 2 configurations have been received or sent if a compare button is 
being offered. Also Henson discloses different types of users see FIG. 1 [14, 40]). 

In response to Applicant's argument that "Lead time advisor 74 calculates the 
change ...and the price of at least one recommendation" of Henson ('816) does not 
disclose "receiving at least first and second configurations of the product, wherein the 
first and second configurations of the product are sent at one time by a user", the 
Examiner respectfully disagrees because the Examiner interprets this to mean that least 
2 configurations have been received or sent if there is a prior component and a 
recommendation. 

In response to Applicant's argument that in regards to claims 1 , 58, and 75 
Henson ('383) in view of Henson('815) does not teach or suggest "receiving at least first 
and second configurations of the product, wherein the first and second configurations of 
the product are sent at one time by a user", the Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Henson ('815) discloses "receiving at least first and second configurations of the 
product, wherein the first and second configurations of the product are sent at one time 
by a user" see (FIG 4 [92, 94, 99a and 99b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112, 2"" Paragrapti 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 59-74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 59-74 recite the limitation "the computer readable medium" in line 11, 
respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
1 . Claims 1, 5-10, 58, 62-66, and 70-75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Henson (US Patent Number 6,167,383), in view of 
Henson (US Patent Number 7, 035, 815), still in further view of Connors et al. (US 
Patent Number 7,130,821). 

As per claims 1 , 58, and 75, Henson ('383) discloses a method of using a 
computer system for generating a delta price relative to a base price of a configuration 
of features, the method comprising: 

generating a delta price following modification of the configuration by changing a 
number of the features in the configuration, wherein the modification of the configuration 
results in a price change of the configuration and the delta price comprises a difference 
between the base price and the base price adjusted by the price change (col. 2, lines 5- 
19; FIG. 6); and 
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generating a modified price using said tlie delta price and the base price (col. 2, 
lines 9-12); and 

providing the modified price and the delta price to a computer system of a user 
to indicate to the user a pricing impact associated with the modification of the 
configuration (col. 2, lines 5-19). 

Henson does not expressly disclose receiving at least first and second 
configurations of the product, wherein the first and second configurations of the product 
are sent at one time by a user; and a comparison of the modified price of the first 
configuration and the price of the second configuration of the product. 

However, Henson ('816) discloses in addition, each alternate recommendation 
includes a change in price indication. Lead time advisor 74 calculates the change in 
price differential by taking the difference between the price of the prior component and 
price of the at least one recommendation. (col. 8, lines 26-38; FIG. 5). 

Connors et al. disclose in operation 2812, data is provided to the first computer 
system to allow the first computer system to display the first and second product 
configurations and allow comparison of features of the first and second product 
configurations (col. 12, lines 53-65; abstract; also see FIGS. 7, 19, and 28. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Henson ('383) to include the 
feature of Henson ('816) and Connors providing the customer with comparison to two 
or more modified prices of configurations to provide the user the ability to compare 
prices. 
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As per claims 5 and 62, Henson discloses the method, further comprising: 

receiving a selection removing a feature from the configuration of features, 
wherein the modification of the configuration comprises removing the feature from the 
configuration (col. 2, lines 5-19); 

the final price is associated with a product (see FIG. 6); 

the configuration of features represents the product, and the final price is 
generated in response to the selection of removing the feature from the product (col. 2, 
lines 9-12; col. 8, lines 45-55; FIG. 6). 

As per claims 6 and 64, Henson discloses the method wherein the computer 
system of the user is a client computer system (see FIG. 2); 

the delta price is generated by a server computer system (see FIG. 2); 

the delta price is generated in response to a selection of a feature at the client 
computer system (col. 2, lines 9-12), and 

the client computer system is communicatively coupled to the server computer 
system (see FIG. 2). 

As per claim 7 and 63, Henson discloses the method wherein further comprising: 
providing the final price to the client computer system for display by the client 
computer system (see FIG. 6). 
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As per claims 8 and 64, Henson discloses the method wherein the base price is 
generated in response to a selection of a first item, and the delta price is generated in 
response to a selection of a second item (see FIG. 5). 

As per claims 9 and 65, Henson discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the 
first item is a product (see FIG. 5); and the second item is a feature of the product (see 
FIG. 5). 

As per claims 10 and 66, Henson discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the 
first item is a service (col. 10, lines 7-18); and the second item is a feature of the service 
(col. 10, lines 7-18; col. 15, lines 54-60). 

As per claims 53 and 70, Henson discloses the method of claim 1 further 
comprising: wherein the modification of the first configuration comprises adding an 
additional feature to the configuration (FIGS. 3A-3B). 

As per claims 54 and 71 , Henson discloses the method of claim 53 wherein 
modification of the first configuration further comprises adding multiple features to the 
configuration (FIGS. 3A-3B). 

As per claims 55 and 72, Henson discloses the method of claim 53 wherein 
modification of the first configuration further comprises adding multiple features to the 
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configuration and removing at least one of the features of the configuration (FIGS. 3A- 
3B; FIG. 5). 

As per claims 56 and 73, Henson discloses the method of claim 1 wherein 
modification of the first configuration further comprises removing one of the features of 
the configuration ((col. 2, lines 9-12; col. 8, lines 45-55; FIGS. 5 and 6). 

As per claims 57 and 74, Henson disclose the method of claim 1 wherein a 
unique feature is a feature not common to both the modification of the first configuration 
and the configuration of features, each unique feature has an individual price, and the 
price change does not equal an aggregate of each individual price for each unique 
feature (col. 10, lines 7-18; col. 15, lines 54-60). 

2. Claims 2-A, 11-13, 59-61 and 67-69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Henson (US Patent Number 6,167,383) in view of Henson 
(US Patent Number 7, 035, 816), still in further view of Hara et al. (US PG Pub. 
2003/0088431). 

As per claims 2-3 and 59-60, Henson et al. do not disclose the method of claim 
1 , wherein the price of the first configuration prior to the modification of one or more 
features of the first configuration, the method further comprising generating a final price 
of the first configuration using said the base price and said the delta price; and 
generating a final price of the configuration comprises adjusting the base price by the 
delta price. 
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However, Hara et al. disclose that the system comprises a standard price storing 
section for storing a price presented by the seller in response to specifications of an 
article presented by the buyer, as a standard 

price, a standard specifications table for storing specifications presented by the buyer 
and a correction table for storing information required to correct the standard price of 
the article, presented by the seller (abstract); the standard price storing section stores a 
price presented by the seller in response to specifications of an article presented by the 
buyer, as a standard price (paragraph [0006]); and this means that the change in the 
specifications results in additional cost of 18.4 yen. Provided that the bidding price is 
2666.85 yen, for example, the total of correction values of 18.4 yen is added to the 
bidding price so that a corrected price amounts to 2685.24 yen (paragraph 
[0048];[0054]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Henson et al. to include the 
feature of Hara et al. in order to provide the user with a price for a basic product before 
configuration. 

As per claims 4 and 61 , Henson discloses the method of claim 2, further 

comprising: 

receiving a selection of an additional feature (see FIG. 5), wherein: 
the modification of the configuration comprises adding the additional feature to 
the configuration (see FIG. 5); and 
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the final price is associated with a product (see FIG. 6). 
Henson does not expressly disclose that the delta price is generated in response to the 
selection of the additional feature for said the product. 

However, Hara et al. disclose that FIG. 6 is an example of a screen through 
which an in-house user 4 (FIG. 1) on-line estimates a corrected price after a change in 
the specifications (paragraph [0052]); and when a user inputs and sends, for example, a 
commodity code of "commodity A" through a predetermined screen, the automatic 
correcting section 30 is started. As explained with reference to step 51 of FIG. 5, the 
automatic correcting section 30 extracts the standard specifications 61 corresponding to 
the input commodity code from the standard specifications table 21 and further extracts 
correction data 62 corresponding to the standard specifications 61 to display the 
specifications and data on a screen 60 (paragraph [0052]; FIGS. 3(a)-3(c) and FIG. 6). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Henson to include the feature of 
Hara et al. in order to provide the user with the changed specification and the change in 
price (Hara et al.; paragraph [0052]). 

As per claims 1 1 and 67, Henson discloses that the pricing option module 28 
includes an update price function, wherein the update price function causes the price 
displayed on the configuration screen to reflect any changes made to the system 
options. Selection of the update price function can be accomplished by clicking on an 
"UPDATE PRICE" icon 72 on the configuration screen (col. 6, lines 1 18-30). 
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However, Henson does not explicitly disclose the method of claim 1, the method 
further comprising: generating a second delta price following a modification of the first 
configuration by changing a number of the features in the first configuration, wherein the 
modification of the first configuration results in a price change of the first configuration 
and the second delta price comprises a difference between the base price and the base 
price adjusted by the price change of the first configuration; generating a second 
modified price using the base price and the second delta price; and providing the 
second modified price and the second delta price to the computer system of the user to 
indicate to the user a pricing impact associated with the modification of the first 
configuration. 

Hara et al. disclose generating a second delta price following a modification of 
the first configuration by changing a number of the features in the first configuration, 
wherein the modification of the first configuration results in a price change of the first 
configuration and the second delta price comprises a difference between the base price 
and the base price adjusted by the price change of the first configuration (FIG. 7); 

generating a second modified price using the price and the second delta price 
(Fig. 7); and 

providing the second modified price and the second delta price to the computer 
system of the user to indicate to the user a pricing impact associated with the 
modification of the first configuration (FIG. 7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Henson to include the feature of 
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Hara et al. in order to provide the user with the ability to continuously update the pricing 
for the changes made. 

As per claims 12 and 68, Henson discloses the method of claim 1 1 , wherein the 
computer system of the user Is a client computer system (FIG. 2). 

However, Henson does not disclose the first delta price and the second delta 
price are generated by a server computer system; 

the first delta price is generated in response to a first selection of a first feature at 
the client computer system; 

the second delta price is generated in response to a second selection of a 
second feature at the client computer system; and 

the client computer system is communicatively coupled to the server computer 
system. 

However, Hara et al. disclose first delta price and the second delta price are 
generated by a server computer system (FIG. 1); 

the first delta price is generated in response to a first selection of a first feature at 
the client computer system (FIG. 7); 

the second delta price Is generated in response to a second selection of a 
second feature at the client computer system (FIG. 7); and 

the client computer system is communicatively coupled to the server computer 
system (FIG. 7). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Henson to include the feature of 
Hara et al. in order to provide the user with the ability to continuously update the pricing 
for the changes made. 

As per claims 13 and 69, Henson does not disclose the method of claim 12, 
wherein further comprising: 

generating a final price of the first configuration using a base price of the first 
configuration and the second delta price; and 

providing the final price to the client computer system for display by the client 
computer system to allow comparison between the final price and the first modified 
price. 

However, Hara et al. disclose generating a final price of the second configuration 
using the base price and the second delta price (FIG. 7); and 

providing the final price to the client computer system for display by the client computer 
system to allow comparison between the final price and the first modified price (FIG. 7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Henson et al. to include the 
feature of Hara et al. in order to provide the user the ability to compare items and pricing 
of modifications. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to Freda A. Nelson whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7076. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/F. A. N./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3628 
/JOHN W HAYES/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



